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AMENDMENT AND RESPONSE UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 41.S0<b>(l) 

Remarks 

(i > NEW REJECTIONS BY THE BOARD 

New Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph 

In Us decision, the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences newly rejected claims 4-6 
under 35 U.S.C. §112.. second paragraph, as being indefinite lor recitation of the term 
"lymphangiogenesis". Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection to the extent that it is 
applied to the claims, as amended. 

The Board indicated thai lymphangiogenesis does not appear to be a skin disorder 
Board's Decision, page 14, first full paragraph) and that those of skill in the art would not 
understand the meaning of the phrase '"individual in need of treatment' of iymphangiogencsis'* 
(Board's Decision, page ! 5. second paragraph}. In response. Applicant amended claim 4 to 
recite the phrase "skin disorders associated with lymphangiogenesis*'' in place of the term 
"lymphangiogenesis''. Support for this amendment can he found in the specification, at least at 
page 5. lines 19-20 and 22-23. Thus claim 4, as amended, indicates thai the individuals in need 
of treatment are those with skin disorders associated with lymphangiogenesis, and not simply 
individuals with lymphangiogenesis. 

One at ordinary skill in the art is familiar with skin disorders associated with 
lymphangiogenesis. including Kaposi's sarcoma (see Jussiia and Alitalo, "Vascular Growth 
Factors and Lymphangiogenesis;' Physiol. Rev., 82: 673-700, 687 (2002), previously submitted 
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wnh the Appeal Brief, a copy of which is enclosed), lymphangiomas ( vee Jusilla at page 687- 
^8). neoplasm mehtstasK edema. rheumatoid arthritis, and psoriasis 

1 hea tore, claim 4, as amended, and its dependent claims, claims 5 and 6, aie definite. 
Mihough the iJonrd did not reject clami 17 under 35 U.S.C. ^ i 12. second paragraph, as 
being indeiinite lot recitation of ihe term "'lymphangiogenesis , AppHeani amended claim 1" m 
tne same manner as chum 4 since it used similar terminology. 

New Rejection l ruler 35 V.S.V. § 102 
In its decision, the Board ot Patent Appeals and hueiierences newh rejected claims 4 and 
5 under 35 U.S.C $ 10?(e) as being anticipated b\ LIS. Patent No. 5.o54,3i2 to AnJruIis. Jr.. ei 
nl r^\udiuiis"}. Applicant respectful!) iraver*i.s this rejection to the extent that it is applied to 
the claims, as amended, 
Andru jjs 

1 he Board indicated that Andrulis discloses the use of thalidomide for the treatment oi 
inflammatory and autoimmune dermatoses including mulluseum eautagiosum (Board's Decision, 
paye i 3, seeoiKl full paragraph ). In response. Applicant amended claim 4 to delete 
-*tha!id.>mjdes"* from the list of ungiogencsis inhibitors that can he used in the method. Andrulis 
dow not disclose or suggest the use of the oncogenesis inhibitors recited in chum 4. as amended. 
Accordingly, claim -J and dependent claim 5 are novel over Andrulis. 
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AMENDMENT AND RESPONSE UNDLR J 7 C.F.R. § 4i.5G(h)<l) 
Q) RI-JECTIONS REVERSED BV I'HK BOARD 

In its division, the Board of Patent Appeals and interferences reversed the rejection of 
claims l-o and i7 under 35 l\S,C ^112, second paragraph, flie Board held that the phrase 
"amouni effective" recited in claim 4 is definite, in its decision, the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interference!) also reversed the rejecfion of claims 4 and ^ under 35 U.S.*.. § 103(a) as obvious 
ovci i IN. 1'aieni No. 5.l u 0.91» h> Deiitcli. a id. rDeutdf 5. in \ icw of U.S. Patent No. 
<\4JC.810 by Btem. vt a!. i^Brenf ) or I LS. Patent No. 5,654,3 12 In Andrulis. Jr.. et al. 
f'Sndrulis' 1 ). In its decision, the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences also icversed the 
rejection of claims 4-6 as obvious over Demch, in view of If S. Patent No. 5.776,898 by Teieher, 

t /.. f fe<rhef> 
{!) RKJI-CTiONS 4KFIKMFJ> BY THE BOARD 

Rejecfion Under 35 V.S.C. § 102 
The Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences affirmed the rejection of claim 17 under 
*5 * ,S.(\ § 102(0* as being amicipatcd by L\S Patent No. 6,218.368 to VYirostko c'Wiroslko"). 
Specil icaUs . the Board indicated that Wirostko discloses that tetracaines are known to have 
coliagenase inhibition properties and arc used chionieally as therap> for diverse diseases 
including auie rosacea i Board's Decision, page 5. last paragraph). The Board also held that the 
disclosure of "acne rosacea" reads on "rosacea", whieiiis listed in claim 17. 
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Applicant j mended claim P to delete rosacea from the kst of skin disorders to be 
inhibited Wirosiko docs net disclose am of the remaining skin disorders recited in claim 1 7, as 
amended Accordingly, claim 1 as amended, is no\ el o\ i;r Wirostko. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Hv Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences affirmed the rejection of claims 10-12 and 
18 undej 3: V S/\ <} UHta) as being obvious in vk.w of WO 95/18606 b> Aggamal 
rAggansaP). 1 he Board of Patent Appeals and hifeilerences also affirmed the rejection of 
cktims lO-K? 'iijd 1°. under 35 U.S.G. ij 1 03(a) as being obvious over Arbiser, a ji . J, Amer 
Acad fcnmtol . 40(o):025~929 (June 1099) rArbiser"). in view of I Moor. i7 t//.. CW/ Cnowih 
& Differentiation, 9:305-3 1 2 (1998) CThaloor"), and further in view of Aggarwai. 
Ajggarwal 

The Board indicated thai Aggarwal discloses a method of treating, among other things, 
basal cell carcinoma or squamous cell carcinoma by administering cure urn in (Board's Decision, 
paragraph, bridging pages 9 and 10). The Board also stated that Aggrawal disclosed treating 
"psoriasis, basal ceil carcinoma, and squamous ceil carcinoma." {'Board's Decision, page 10. first 
full paragraph). 

In response. Applicant amended claim 10 to delete ^psoriasis", "basal cell carcinoma", 
and ''squamous ceil carcinoma" from the list of disorders to be treated. The mechanisms of 
action for the deleted disorders are different than the mechanisms of action for the remaining 
listed disorders. Aggarwal does not disclose or suggest treating the disorders listed in claim 10, 
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as amended, b> administering an effective amount of a pharmaceutical composition comprising a 
cut\ uininoid in combination with a pharmaceutics I ly acceptable carrier, where the carrier is an 
ointment for topical administration which contains between one-half percent (0.5% > and five 
pejcent {5".i> of the curcummoid or a po!>nier formulation for implantation. 1 here] ore. claim 10 
and dependent ehihms 1 L 3 2 and IS are non-ob\ious in view' of Aggarwal. 
Arhjser, in of Thai oo r. l urthcr i n view of Agg arwal 

As discussed uho\e, the Hoard stated that Aggarwal discloses a method of treating basai 
ceil carcinoma, squamous ceil carcinoma or psoriasis b> administering curcuiuin. 

in response. Applicant amended claim 10 to delete ' psoriasis", "basal cell carcinoma 
and -'squamous cell carcinoma'" from the list of disorders to be treated. '1 he mechanisms of 
action for the dcieted disorders arc different than the mechanisms of action for the remaining 
hsied disorders. Aggarwal docs not disclose or suggest treating the disorders listed in claim 10, 
as amended. b\ administering an effective amount ol a pharmaceutical composiiion comprising a 
eurcuminoid m combination with a pharmaceutical!)- acceptable carrier, where the edirier is an 
ointment for topical administration which contains behveen one-half percent (0.5%) and five 
percent (5%) of die eurcuminoid or a poi>mer formulation for implantation. Ncithei Arbiser nor 
i haioor cure this deficiency . Inerefore, clami 10 and us dependent claim? are non-obvious over 
Arbiser, m view of Thaloor, and further in view of Aggarwal. 
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A.MrrsniWEN V AND KKSFONSE UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 4I.:>(HbX1 ) 

(4) iONCU'SION 

Independent claim 4 has been amended to address the new rejection? made hs the [Joard. 
Independent claims 10 and I" have been amended \n\wv, of the rejections thai were affirmed by 
the Board. The claims should now be in condition flu allowance. Allowance of claims 4-0. 10- 
12 and 57-1 0. as amended, is respectful!} solicited. 



Respectful h siihmiiied, 

/Rivka a Monhcif 
Rivka IX Mouheit 
Reg. No. 31.284 

Date: May 29, 2007 

PABST PATENT GROUP LLP 
400 Colony Square, Suite 1200 
1203 Peachtree Street 
Atlanta, Georgia 30361 
(404) 879-2152 
{404} 879-2160 (Facsimile) 
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